Fight fora... 





To Fianna Fail 


Public opinion polls 
shriek out at us that the 
standing oof $ Charlie 
Haughey and the Fianna 
Fail government has 
never been higher; that in 
the event of another elec- 
tion 88% of the electorate 
would vote for one of the 
three major conservative 
parties. And this in spite 
of 240,000 on the dole, 
their onslaught on the liv- 
ing standards of the work- 
ing class, their attacks 
upon the social and public 
welfare of the old and the 
sick; in spite of the mass 
emigration of the young; 
and in spite of their naked 
collaboration with Mag- 
gie Thatcher’s brutal poli- 
cies in the North. 


The middleclass punditsin 


undoubtedly corrupt system 
but utterly incapable of any- 
thing other than mindlessly 
swallowing the lying carica- 
tures of reality peddled by 
Haughey and his cronies. 


But such a view is not re- 
stricted to the transparently 
self serving pundits of the 
bourgeois media who need 
little extra incentive as apolo- 
gists for the ugly reality of 
present day capitalist Ire- 
land. Throughout the trade 
union and labour movement 
and among many serious 
rank and file workers some 
version of this view is con- 
stantly heard when anyone, 
like the Irish Workers Group, 
argues for building a rank 
and file fightback in the un- 
ions, the workplaces, in the 
communities and among the 


sections of Irish workers con- 
tinue to support or vote for F- 
anna Fail it is not because 
they are ignorant dupes. It is 
because they are not being of- 
fered a real concrete working 
class, socialist alternative, an 
alternative to the priorities of 
the capitalist system and the 
“crumbs from the table” tra- 
dition that has typified Fi- 
anna'Fail’s record whenever 
they have been in office. 


ALLIANCES 


the bourgeois media are only young. 


too delighted to see in all of 
this confirmation of their 
cynical beliefs that the Irish 
working class are irredeema- 
bly conservative and back- 
ward, hapless victims of an 








SIPTU: 
Stop the 


Ballot! 





The [WG completely re- 
jects this pessimism for the 
anti-working class poison 
that itis. For the truth of the 
matter is otherwise. If big 


An explosion of anger and disbe- 


lief greeted Tom Garry (above 
right), president of the FWUI when 
he addressed the AGM of Branch 
15, one of the most vocal and po- 
litical in hisunion, on the question 
of the SIPTU merger, on March 
1st. 


Despite trying to evade the is- 


sue he was forced to concede that 


Postal 


the membership would at no 
stage have any possibility what- 
ever of amending any part of the 
new rule book which the bureau- 
crats have put together for the 
new union. 


He repeatedly promised “the 
fullest discussion” of the merger at 





The fight to build such an 
alternative would have to be 
absolutely clear about the 
real reasons behind Fianna 
Fail’s “popularity”. There is 
no mystery to it. It flows pre- 
cisely from the fact that in a 
country dominated by impe- 
rialism and with an impover- 
ished and stunted party of re- 
form, the Irish Labour Party 
and the swollen and privi- 
leged layer of fat cats who 
make up the Irish trade union 
bureaucracy have been 


forced again and again to 
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a special delegate conference on 
April 18th but insisted that the 
delegates to that conference 
could not put any amendments or 
motions! Meanwhile the details of 
the rules were still undisclosed to 
the membership! 


He reluctantly confirmed also 
that after the merger a two-thirds 
majority would be needed for any 
change in rules — an impossibility 
for any proposal which the bu- 
reaucrats themselves were not 
pushing. 


When IWG member Jim Lar- 
ragy proposed a motion to the 
meeting to call for the new rules to 
be submitted to the membership 


seek alliances with one or 
other of the ruling class par- 
ties — alliances that are the 
guarantor of their own sur- 
vival as a privileged and 
parasitic growth within the 
working class. 


Fianna Fail with its pro- 
gramme of “national develop- 
ment”, its nauseating hosan- 
nas and rhetoric to the goals 
of “national recovery” provide 
an ideal cover for the union 
and Labour bureaucrats’ own 


bogus schemes and illusions 


about expanding the econ- 
omy within the confines of the 
capitalist system. 


In the face of mounting rul- 
ing class attacks upon the 
working class and the inevi- 
table resistance, the bureau- 
crats fear with their lives the 
possibility of open class war 
breaking out. In the “national 
interest” they plead for the 
ruling class to allow then to 
fulfil their responsible role as 
social partner. “Let us police 





for debate and amendment by 
democratic conference, Garry 
personally intervened to tell the 
AGM — the supreme and only au- 
thoritative organ of the rank and 
file in the union — that he was nof 
allowing them to discuss it, that it 
was “out of order’. The branch 
chair, Terry Eagleton accepted 
Garry's interference as valid and 
disallowed a procedural motion to 
have the issue discussed. 


The FWUI and ITGWU will now 
put the merger to a national postal 
ballot to take or leave the whole 
package! This is an unprece- 
dented procedure that completely 
destroys the ability of organized 
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Women in 
Struggle 





sage to Fianna Fail. “We will 
ensure that there is noall-out 
resistance. We will ensure 
that struggles are isolated 
and left leaderless”. In re- 
turn, they ask, let the trade 
union movement be seen to be 
playing its responsible part 
with its feet under the table 
in administering the Pro- 
gramme for National Recov- 
ery (and incidentally get our 
snoutsin the trough). 


The bureaucrats have once 
more been successful so far in 
delivering bound and gagged 
the working class movement 
in order to cement their own 
place in bourgeois society. 
Any fightback, therefore, 
must begin with the recogni- 
tion that the organization 
and mobilization of the rank 
and fileis an urgent necessity 
on all fronts of struggle with 
no illusions whatever in any 
of the bureaucracy, left or 
right. 

Breaking the Pact with 
Haughey must be made a key 
Bureaucrats Merging. 








workers to collectively debate and 
decide on important issues inde- 
pendently of the pressure of the 
capitalist media. 


This frontal attack on every 
norm of democracy in the working 
class movement is designed to 
impose an unchallengeable new 
structure that will divide the whole 
national movement into separate 
regional bodies, each committed, 
according to Garry, to the “eco- 
nomic development of the re- 
gions"! That can only further 
weaken our fighting strength and 
deepen trade union collaboration 
with the plans of the Irish bour- 
geoisie for “development”. 
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SWM & Afghanistan 





task of all rank and file 
struggle in the unions. Force 
the bureaucrats to mobilize 
the resources of the whole 
movement to defend the fast 
disappearing gains of the 
past thirty years of struggle. 
Our fight must be guided by 
the rule — “with the leaders 
where possible, against them 
where necessary’. Fight for: 


¢ Arank and filemovement of 
trade unionists, mobilizing 
the working class commu- 
nities against all aspects of 
the capitalist offensive, 
against women’s oppres- 
sion and against all forms 
of state repression. 


eTransform the trade unions 
into a movement of class 
struggle in which a 
revolutionary political 
alternative can be built, a 
mass working class party 
that can lead the struggle 
to put an end to capitalist 
exploitation and oppres- 
sion. & 











Wofkplace groups and 
branches must urgently come out 
in open opposition to this massive 
confidence trick. Emergency 
meetings, forceful resolutions, 
public statements, and if neces- 
sary the organized boycott of the 
postal ballot must be fought for to 
win elementary democratic pro- 
cedures on this fundamental is- 
sue for Irish trade unionists. 


¢ No faithin Garry, Carroll, Attley! 
« Stop the Postal Ballot! 


« For the rank and file alone to de- 
cide the new rules at demo- 
cratic conferencesand a joint 
conference of FWUI & ITGWU! 
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EDITORIAL | 
John Mitchell Sells Out 


The decision by John Mitchell to come to 
“anamicable settlement” with the IDATU 
executive on Monday 13 February in the 
high court cannot be described as other 
than an act of treachery against the 


| campaign that he himself had called for 


against his summary dismissal from 
IDATU in November ’88. 


Mitchell had been dismissed as General 


| Secretary because his militant trade union 


| methods and his criticism of the ICTU leader- 


ship on the issue of the North were intolerable 
to the right wing who dominate the IDATU 
executive. They had also closed down two new 
branches in Belfast and Derry, both estab- 
lished as a result of Mitchell’s initiative. 


The campaign launched to re-instate him 
was initially pledged the support of three 
union officials, John Daly (Cork), Brian Hig- 
gins (Limerick) and Brendan Archbold in 


| Dublin. Itinvolvedin active campaigning some 


of the most combative shop stewards and rank 


| and file militants in IDATU. The campaign 


also attempted to win support from other 


| union militants, as well as having the active 
| involvement of many in the republican and 


revolutionary socialist left in Ireland. The 
campaign called for Mitchell’s re-instatement 
and the restoration of the two northern 
branches and was set to bring the issue onto 


| the floor of the IDATU national conference in 


April. 


The campaign therefore raised as a matter 
of principle the burning issue of the bureau- 


cratic control not only of IDATU but of the 


trade union movement as a whole. As such, it 
represents a modest but nonetheless vital and 
long overdue initiative in the fight to build a 
rank and file movement. At a time when the 


| ICTU shamelessly and flagrantly support 


——S———— 
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Haughey’s Programme for National Recovery, 
support which has given licence and cover to 
his government’s criminal attack upon the 
living standards of the working class, the poor 
and the sick, the Mitchell campaign offered 
some hope of laying the basis for a fightback. 
For without a fight to transform our unions 
into democratic organs of class struggle we 
have no chance of offering serious resistance 


| to the employers and the capitalist system in 


Ireland. 


Statements of support came from several 
trade union federations in oppressed coun- 
tries with which Mitchell hadestablished union 
links. Sections of workers in other unions for 
whom he had worked also spoke out as did 
P.J.Madden, head of the Nurses Organisa- 
tion. IWG supporters got the unanimous 
support of one workplace of 50 ITGWU con- 
struction workers for a letter of protest to 
IDATU and also tabled a resolution in his 
defence ata public service union branch which 
had to be withdrawan after his sell out. 


At the campaign committee meeting on the 
11 February it had become clear that the bu- 
reaucrats of the union were stepping up their 
campaign of lies and intimidation. This led to 
the cowardly defection of Mitchell’s erstwhile 
comrades union officials Daly and Higgins, 


| both under threat from the executive. The 


larger IDATU branchesin Cork, Limerick and 
Waterford were lost as a result. The bureau- 
crats had bussed in many who had never been 
to a union meeting. At the largest Dublin 
branch Mitchell’s supporters were mobilized 
in force but the platform hacks Marie Hayde & 
Co. denied them the right to put a motion or 
speak in Mitchell’s defence. Their action forced 
the other union official—Brendan Archibold— 
to speak out in support of Mitchell, but the 
platform railroaded a motion of confidence in 


| the Executive. 


While the outcome of the issue at the na- 
tional conference at Easter would never have 
been in doubt, the continuation of the cam- 
paign up to the conference was a vital neces- 
sity. It would have signalled that a start had 
been made and would continue. But it was 


_ clear from Mitchell’s contribution that he was 


backing off. He claimed that to continue the 





struggle in the face of inevitable defeat would 
be to lead to further demoralisation and that 
he believed that it was necessary to withdraw 
resolutions in his support even where they 
were likely to be carried, in Dundalk etc. and 
not take the fight to the conference. He refused 
to use his own residual right to attend the 
administrative branch of the union to argue in 
his own defence. Better, he claimed, to fight 
instead on the general issue of trade union 
democracy as the basis of the campaign. Two 
days later the media announced his accep- 


tance of a large sum which he agreed not to | Las 
disclose,‘paid by the union out of the member’s | of specially invited people to 


funds. 


Following February 13th, Mitchell’s expla- — 
nations for his actions amounted to no more 
than arestatement of the defeatist arguments © 


of the previous meeting. He stated that he | gn sure 
basis for an anti-imperialist 


hadn’t known of any offer from his union until 
he appeared in court and as he had to live it 
was necessary to accept. Furthermore he had 
not lost his job, he said, “for the sake of a 
campaign for politicos to latch onto, politicos 
whothink causes moreimportant than people”. 


The IWG are well aware that John Mitch- 
ell’s dismissal from his job was a major blow to 
his livelihood. No one for a second underesti- 
mates the situation he and his family were 
placed in, and the real possibility that he 
might never work again. We recognise too the 
real pressures that he was under, especially as 
the cam paign had little hope of securing his re- 
instatement. We accept that retreats and 
compromises are inevitable but necessary steps 
in the class struggle. 


But, as we have argued before, in relation to 
SWM members accepting injunctions, that the 
criteria for making assessments and judge- 
ments about when and how toretreat must be 
when the struggle has been waged up to the 


point where all opportunities and avenues for | 


further advance have been completely 
exhausted.It is only then that a balance sheet, 
democratically discussed and debated, can be 
re@listically drawn and the decision to com- 
promise and retreat seriously considered. This 
is the only principled way to both practically 
learn the vital lessons, retain the human and 
material resources which are necessary if we 
are to continue, despite the setbacks. This is 
the only way of ensuring that the causes we 


fight for can be built, not at the expense of 


people, but as the means of holding those we 
have and winning others to our side. Anything 


else can only result in demoralisation, division 


and cynicism. 


By these criteria, Mitchell’s reasons are no 
more than a transparent attempt to hide a_ 


betrayal of the very issues at the heart of the 
campaign. The IWG do not know whether 
Mitchell had prior knowledge of the offer. If he 
had, then his actions are a conscious and 
calculated act of treachery — if he didn’t, his 
decision still amounts to a shameful sellout, 
all the more so from someone who has regu- 
larly paraded his conscience as a defender of 
the principled struggle of the republican 
movement, the ANC etc. Moreover, Mitchell 
has claimed to be a revolutionary socialist and 
has involved himself in attempts to build a 
mass socialist party of the working class. He 
knows more than most that that struggle 
demands from all of us sacrifice in the defence 


of principles. Mitchell’s turn has come and he | 
ences over the strategy to be 
employed against them. For ex- 


ducked it. 


The [WG hasin the past criticised Mitchell’s 
politics and methods as stemming from his 
position as a left trade union bureaucrat. He 
has never demonstrated any record of recog- 
nising the centrality of the fight for the build- 
ing of a rank and file movement and the open 
democratic methods so crucial in such a 
struggle. We believe his action confirms every- 
thing we have said. John Mitchell’s role as a 
serious fighter against exploitation and op- 
pression on this island is in serious question. 

What is not in question is the urgent need 


for the campaign for a democratic rank and file 
movement to be built and to continue, with or 
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Republican Talkshop 
Blocks Action Proposal 


AtSinn Fein’s Ard Fheis Gerry 
Adams called for the building 
of a mass 32 county anti-im- 
perialist movement against 
the presence of British impe- 
rialism and the ruling clique 
in the south who represented 
the interests of British and 
multi-national capital in Ire- 
land. Fine words. For anyone 


| fool enough to believe that this 


meant the launching of acam- 
paign of action and struggle 
against allandevery aspect of 
exploitation and oppressionin 
Ireland, the “private meeting” 


the Clarence Hotel on Febru- 
ary 18 would soon have con- 
vinced them otherwise. 


For Sinn Fein and their 
supporters proposed, as the 


movement, a series of “confer- 
ences and political dialogues” 
explicitly aimed at national- 
ist writers, feminists, cultural 
activists, libertarian andradi- 
cal lawyers, progressive clergy 
“discussing the quality of life 


and where the state has 


failed”, community activists, 
trade unionists etc. This strat- 
egy, an affront to call it such, 
was based upon an “analysis” 
by Sinn Fein that all of the 


' social, economic and political 


ills of the exploited masses in 
Ireland are the result of na- 
tional oppression. Therefore, 
they conclude, behind the slo- 
gan of national self determi- 
nation and the Democratic 
Programme of the first Dail, 
the successful mobilisation 
can ultimately take place. But 
what of the conferences and 
dialogues with the poets, song- 
writers, playrights, clapped 
out Fianna Failers and yes- 
terdays socialists? These, it 
was argued by Jim Gibney of 


ANTI-FASCIST 
CONFERENCE 
IN GERMANY 


The growing strength of fascist and 
neo-fascist organizations In West 
Germany shown by the recent suc- 
cess of the Republican Party in the 
Berlin city elections, where they 
won 7.5% of the vote, demonstrates 


the Importance of bullding an effec- 


tive antifascist campalgn. A big 


| step towards this could have been 


taken at the national Action Con- 
ference Against Neo-fascism and 
Racism, held In Bremen on the 
same weekend as the Berlin elec- 
tions. 


The conference attracted over 
800 people and a wide range of 


| organizations. This showed the 


mounting awareness of the Impor- 
tance of opposing the fascists but 
also ensured considerable differ- 


ample, the varlous Stalinist- 
influenced partles and groups, the 
Volksfront, German Communist 
Party and Marxist-Leninist Party of 
Germany all favoured a rigorous 
enforcement of the constitutional 
ban on fascist organizations while 
the Greens opposed this because It 
would confirm the supporters of the 
fascist groups In thelr opposition to 


| democracy! 


The Gruppe Arbeltermacht 
(GAM) the West German section of 
the MRCI, who participated In the 
conference opposed any reliance 
on the state to ban fascists. It 


| pointed to the way such bans In the 


past had actually been used to gag 
the left while the right continued to 
receive tacit protection. Against 
such a strategy, the GAM concen- 
trated on the need for effective 





Sinn Fein, were a necessary 
pre-condition to win new 
forces before any concrete 
proposals for action of the 
oppressed and the exploited 
could be called for. 


As against this bubble of 
republican fantasy, the IWG 
and the SWM put forward an 
alternative framework for 
buildingacampaiegn. It stated 

That our primary aim be an 
all-Treland campaign of ac- 
tion to win as its general goal 
British Troops Out of Ireland 
Now, and the disbandment 
of all the security forces of the 
sectarian Six County state. 
That this campaign be built 
by mobilizing mass action in 
a united movement around 
all the different concrete is- 
sues of repression, including 
the demands for the aboli- 
tion of all emergency laws, 
special courts and censorship 
etc. North and South. 
That the precise basis of the 
campaign, its demands and 
the social forces to which it 
will address itself should be 
democratically debated and 
decided by resolutions at a 
more representative open 
national conference of dele- 
gates from political, trade 
union, social and cultural 
organisations committed to 
struggle for the general goal 
of the movement. 


The IWG would argue at 
such a conference to base the 
fight against oppression cen- 
trally upon the organized 
working class and the fight 
foritsindustrial action against 
every aspect of repression. We 
argue for such a struggle to be 
taken up in combination with 
working class resistance on 
all fronts against the capital- 





measures to prevent the fascists 
from mobilizing, to protect their 
potential victims, especially In 
immigrant communities, by self 
defence groups and the formation 
of a united front of groups commit- 
ted to stopping the fascists. 


In the end the conference con- 
mitted itself to a combination of 
empty slogans—“Together against 
neo-fascism and racism” —and Ill- 
defined actions. Everything about 
the conference and the movement 
around it underlined the Importance 
of the continued Intervention of 
the GAM In this milieu to win antl 
fascists, not only to effective antl- 
fascist action but to the only pollti- 
cal strategy that can eradicate the 
soll In which fascism grows, the 
strategy of socialist revolution. 


ist offensive north and south. 


_ This perspective for action 
flows directly from the stark | 
class reality of exploitation of 


the Irish working class and 
north and south. Unless we 
fight to link the oppression of 
the minority in the north and | 
repression by the Southern 
state to the social and eco- | 
nomic attacks upon the living 
standards of the working class 
on thisisland by Thatcherand 
Haughey, noseriouscampaign 
will ever get off the ground. 


The nationalist talk shop 
proposed by Sinn Fein 
amounts to no more than a 
diversion from that reality. 
Realizing the anti-imperial- 
ist struggle needs the support 
of the southern masses to | 
break out of its isolation, they | 
nevertheless refuse to appeal 
to the class interests of the | 
southern workers. Theyinsist 
that first the southern masses 
must be won to Sinn Féin’s 
nationalist perspectives. Sinn 
Fein as a nationalist move- 
ment is unable to face head- 
on the politics ofclass struggle. | 


The IWG/SWM resolution 
along with Sinn Fein’s was 
passed.In reality, the resolu- 
tions were not mutually ex- 
clusive as nothing in the IWG/ 
SWM resolution precluded 
Sinn Fein’s wish to have a 
series of talk-ins. But Sinn 
Fein’s Jim Gibrrey underlined | 
the republican movement’s 
preference for a non-stop con- 
ference of windbags and on a 
vote to decide which perspec- 
tive would be accepted the vote 
went Sinn Fein’s way. As one 
delegate ruefully remarked as 
she left “that’s probably the | 
last we'll see of this | 
campaign”. 
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ARRESTS IN 
PERU 


HUGO BLANCO, a well known so- | 
clallst and leader of peasants’ or- 
ganisations in Peru has been seized 
by police and charged with armed 
subversion. Blanco was arrested | 
on 9 February during a police on- 
slaught on a strike of the peasant 
organisation of Huacall. Blanco, 
along with 200 peasants are belng 
held In Pulcalpa prison. Urgent 
letters/telegrams from trade un- 
lons and labour movement organl- 
sations protesting the arrests and 
demanding their release should be 
sent to: Alan Garcla, Presidente de 
la Républica, Palaclo de Goblerno, 
Plaza de Armas, Lima, Peru. 
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INTERNATIONAL WOM- 
ENS day has come again with- 
out too much cause for cele- 
bration despite nearly two 
decades of women’s liberation 
movements and campaignsin 
Ireland. The vast majority of 
women still face into lives of 
daily drudgery either as un- 
paid slaves in the home or as 
poorly paid or low status 
workers. Little has been 
gained toestablish theirrights 
of personal and sexual inde- 
pendence. Major setbacks 
have been suffered on abor- 
tion and divorce. Church and 
state continue their incestu- 
ous alliance in denying demo- 
cratic rights to the mass of 
women. 


Indeed the economic offen- 
sive against the working class 
as a whole, and the growing 
apparatus of state repression 
aimed against the Republican 
struggle, have multiplied the 
adversities of women in the 
most exploited and oppressed 
sections of Irish society north 
and south. 


New answers needed 


There is more than ever now 
an urgent need for women to 
come togetherin adetermined 
struggle against all the spe- 
cific forms of oppression un- 
der which they live. In decid- 
ing what forces can lead such 
a struggle we must look be- 
yond the failed leaderships 
and strategies put forward by 
the feminists of yesteryear. 
Apart from those cynically 
making a career out of their 
past notoriety as feminists, 
many former activists have 
sunk into the quagmire of 
Labour and Workers Party 
politics, having drawn the 
conclusion that women will 
have to rely on Dail Eireann 
to graduallyimprove their lot. 
Among those feminists who 
previously tailed Sinn Fein, 
many have entered its ranks 
only to subordinate women’s 
issues to republican national- 
ism. Notonly must labour wait 
on Sinn Féin, it seems women 
must too. Yet other feminist 
leaderships have immersed 
themselves in isolated, if well 
meaning, self-help organisa- 
tions, enabling capitalism to 
incorporate them as under- 
paid and understaffed serv- 
ices to women who might 
otherwise have organised a 
fight for such services as real 
rights. 


It is capitalism that main- 
tains women’s oppression. 
We've had enough of the femi- 
nist claptrap about how men 
are the real enemy and about 
how consciousness raising (at 
the expense of political 
struggle) will radically trans- 
form women’s lives. If we wish 
to make any serious headway 
there is no escaping the con- 
clusion that we will have to 
direct our efforts against the 
causes of women’s oppression, 
the capitalist system and its 
powerful and wealthy back- 
ers. 


Moreover, if the failed expe- 
rience of the women’s libera- 
tion movements is not to be 
repeated we must remember 
how the middle class and 
feminist leaders of these 
movements'~ sidetracked 
women’s struggles into blind 
alleys, demoralising activists 
and emasculating their cam- 
paigns by ignoring the central 
task of mobilising proletarian 
women. 


As with society in general, 
women are divided intoclasses 
— the broad mass of working- 
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class women and the prosper- 
ous layers of women from the 
upper classes whose economic 
status cushions them from the 
worst aspects of their oppres- 
sion. Bourgeois women, inso- 
far as they take up thefight 
for women’s advancement 
have done so only to gain 
parity with their male counter- 
parts. Between these two 
groups there can be no com- 
monality of interest. That is 
why we reject the “women of 
all classes together” solutions 
which have proved tragically 
bankrupt down through the 
years and turn instead to the 
women of the exploited and 
oppressed classes. 


Fight exploitation! 


Against this bleak landscape 
and indeed despite all of the 
obstacles facing them, 
working women have 
continued as the only enduring 
focus for organised resistance 
in the most difficult of 
circumstances.Only recently, 
the contract cleaners, one of 
the most exploited sections of 
women workers, showed their 
determination to take on the 
bosses — before being sold out 
in a postal ballot. Women 
organized through their 
workplaces can become a 
powerful force, when moved 
into action against their 
enemies. Yet one of the major 
problems facing women today 
is precisely how tosystematise 
these struggles so that their 
gains can be built upon and 
extended to all the issues of 
women’s oppression in 
capitalist society. 


As a system capitalism 
depends upon the oppression 
of women as well as the brutal 
exploitation of the working 
class as a whole.Under capi- 
talism women’s role is main- 
tained as that of a ‘reserve 
army of unemployed on the 
one hand, or on the other, as 
cheap labour. Their employ- 
ment status is kept as inse- 
cure as possible to keep gen- 
eral wage levels down and to 
weaken their ability to organ- 
ize. 


Against this the fight for 
equal pay for equal work must 
be made a central slogan 
among working women. There 
must be no reliance upon the 
myth of the Equal Pay Act 
introduced by the Coalition in 
the 1970s under directive from 
the EEC. Claims must be 
brought forward everywhere 
on thisissue and struggles co- 
ordinated towards winning 
mass strike action to bridge 
the huge gap between aver- 
age maleand female earnings. 


Even the sharpest trade 
union struggles are unlikely 


to reach out to the mass of 
women outside social produc- 
tion — the domestic workers, 
the unemployed etc. We must 
consciously turn outwards to 
building action committees in 
the communities to link trade 
union-based campaigns and 
struggles to the wider forces 
of womenin the working class. 
Such a movement must take 
on board the most burning 
demands facing the mass of 
non-working women — cuts 
in welfare services, housing, 
prices, unemployment, com- 
munity facilities, contracep- 
tion, divorce, abortion etc. — 
in both urban andrural small- 
farm communities. 


Capitalist society oppresses 
women socially as well as 
economically. It has shaped 


eee 


the family as a sexual intern- 
ment camp, initially to regu- 
late property inheritance for 
the wealthy, and then to force 
the mass of working class 
women into 1npaid domestic 
slavery. This pattern of op- 
pression serves capitalist 
exploitation in a thousand 
ways, weakens women as a 
working class force, divides 
the class and creates a power- 
ful basis for instilling conser- 
vatism among the mass of the 
exploited.Cutbacks in social 
provisions, therefore, strike 
hardest at women because of 
their enforced role in caring 
for childern, the sick and the 
aged. 


The mobilization of the 
mass of working class and 
small farm women in the 
communities can therefore be 
a vital part of the general fight 
against the present austerity 
policies of capitalism —tofight 
all hostpital closures and cuts, 
all cuts in community serv- 
ices and to put forward a 
comprehensive programme of 
struggle for all the facilities 





necessary to socialise the 
slave-work of domestic drudg- 
ery and ‘caring’ that is forced 
on women — including 24- 
hour community creches and 
nursery schools, and full un- 
employment benefits for 
women seeking work. A ma- 
jor issue linking organized 
workers and women isolated 
in housework and child rear- 
ing is the fight for a fully free 
and comprehensive national 
health service for all. Abolish 
all state subsidies to private 
medicine. 


Lumbered as domestic 
slaves, women’s participation 
in the workforce is less than 
half of what it should be, and 
they are often the first to be 
driven out in recessions. The 
fight for the right to work is 
therefore central to the needs 
of women in struggle. Support 
for all struggles against re- 
dundancy, for work-sharing 
without loss of pay, for the 35- 
hour week etc. must be 
crowned with the key demand 
for useful schemes of public 
work at trade union rates to 
create jobs for all who want 
work and to provide vital so- 
cial services. 


Transform the unions 


But the key to laying foun- 
dations for such a movement 
of struggle lies with womenin 
the trade unions, the defence 
organisations of our class. 
True, the unions have become 
discredited in the eyes ofmany 
workers as a result of the role 
played by reactionary and 
powerful bureaucrats who 





eee rae 


have long ago made their 
peace with the bosses. In re- 
turn for the containment of 
workers struggles, the bu- 
reaucrats have been re- 
warded with fat wage pack- 
ets, jobs for life and the perks 
that come with their inte- 
gration into the capitalist 
state. As mediators between 
the workers and the bosses, 
the first concern of the bu- 
reaucracy is to harmonise 
relations between these two 
antagonistic forces. Unwill- 
ing to bite the hand that feeds 
them, the trade union lead- 
ers will never lead a fight to 
overthrow capitalism. Nei- 
ther are they immune from 
the sexist attitudes towards 
women workers which they 
share with many men in the 
trade union movement. 


The bureaucracy’s control 
of the labour movement must 
be challenged as a priority. 
However if women are to play 
an active role in the trans- 
formation of the unions, they 
will have to tackle those 
factors which discourage 
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their involvement in the first 
place. We have all experienced 
the offputting atmosphere of 
union branch meetings, where 
through a mesh of rules and 
regulations, the officials bu- 
reaucratically manoeuvre to 
establish their control. Is it 
any wonder that workers are 
disillusioned by these hostile 
environments which at times 
seem to have more in common 
with primitive rituals than 
with the realities of everyday 
life. Itis by such methods that 
women are prevented from 
raising awkward questions or 
having a real say in their un- 
ions. 

To prepare women to deal 
with the inevitable difficul- 
ties they will have to encoun- 
ter in struggle, special forms 
of organisation are needed. 
They must fight for special 
provisions to ensure that 
women can participate in their 
workplace and branch organi- 
zations. In practice this means 
the right to caucus separately, 
reserved seats on union com- 
mittees and executives, union 
meetings to be held at the 
workplace and in worktime, 
the provision of creche facili- 
ties, special training courses 
and so on. 


For rank and file 
democracy 


Of course, such forms of 
positive discrimination, while 
likely to increase the number 
of women elected to the lead- 
ership, will not by themselves 
lead to any automatic im- 


provement in the condition of ; 
oieen eimneregemmecmameeen ge: these entered actively into 
_ struggle. It would, however, 
concentrate its energies on 
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women’s economic issues in 
the narrow sense. All the 
major issues facing women 
must be taken up in the trade 
union and labour movement. 
Central to these are the fight 
for free and automatic divorce 
at the request of one partner, 
free and legal abortion on 
demand, fully comprehensive 
free contractption facilities 
and for secular sex education 
in all schools. The most ruth- 
less separation of Church and 
State, especially in schoolsand 
hospitals, must be put before 
the whole movement as a 
major democratic demand in 
Ireland north and south. 


The fight for democratic 
rights against repression in 
all its ugly forms, especially 
for the demands of the politi- 
cal prisoners, and for their 
release, is also of central and 
burning relevance to vast 
numbers of women in Ireland. 
This too must be placed 
squarely on the agenda of 
struggle to be taken up by 
women in the trade unions 
and in broader movements of 
struggle that rally women in 
the communities. 


4 aia for 
advance 


Such a mass movement of 
womer in struggle must be 
built with a clear class char- 
acter. The Irish Workers 
Group argues for the building 
of a mass working class 
womens movement which 
would be open to women of 
other classes only in so far as 


organising working class 
women who, by virtue of their 
social and economic status, are 


| the most dedicated and reli- 
#, able fighters. No other kind | 
i women’s movement can be 


built as a real fighting force. 


‘Through solidarising with 


other oppressed layers, 


® through building unity on the 
_ basis of joint action, the move- 


— ment wouldadvancethe cause 


women. As long as the unions 
are run undemocratically from 
above, female bureaucrats are 
no less likely to sell out than 
their male counterparts. The 
role of women officials in the 
cleaners strike, in IDATU, in 
NUPE, in the teachers’ organi- 
zations etc. give us plenty of 
evidence of this. The bureau- 
crats’ control must be chal- 
lenged by buildinga rank and 
file movement within and 
across the unions to democra- 
tise these bodies and to make 
the leaders accountable tothe 
members in struggle. A cen- 
tral task of such a movement 
must be to reach out to unor- 
ganized women workers in all 
sectors of the economy, espe- 
clally the most isolated and 
expolited. A rank and file 
movement must mobilise the 
trades councils in, and force 
the union bureaucrats to put 
special resources into, a mas- 
sive unionisation drive. 


At the same time we must 
absolutely resist any attempt 
to organise only around 


: ) _ ofthe workingclass asa whole. 


The starting points for such 


+ a movement are to be found 
_ both inimmediatecampaigns 
. around limited issues such as 


divorce, abortion information 
rights etc.and in the ongoing 


_ struggles of women in the 


unions. All such partial 


| struggles must be gven the 


goal and focus of building a 
class-wide movement of organ- 
ised struggle by women. With- 


out this, the partial gains of — 


today, if possible at all, will be 
only temporary or localized 
and the confidence gained in 
particular struggles will not 
be built upon. 


The successful fight for this 
perspective will certainly 


bring the mass movementinto | 


conflict with the bourgeois 
state as a whole. That is why 
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we fight independently to 


build a united class mobilisa- 
tion, and a revolutionary 
party, to overthrow capital- 
ism and replace it with the 
organized power of the work- 
ing class. Because of their 
double oppression and exploi- 
tation, women fighters will 
play a major role in building 
that movement of class 
struggle and the revolution- 
ary party to lead itinto power. 
Only on that basis can the 
material conditions of a new 


society be created in which | 


the oppression of women can 
be finally erased. Mf 


= 
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Militant’s 
Trotskyist Past 


All parties and tendencies of 
the Left in Ireland past and 
present (James Connolly and 
Larkin above all!) have taken 
their political ideology from 
established international 
currents and applied it to lo- 
cal conditions. Militant is no 
exception. Irish Militant 
emerged as one of a series of 
self-described “Marxist Ten- 
dencies” in the mass parties of 
labour or social-democracy (or 
in Greece and South Africa in 
parties which they claim tobe 
working class parties). 


But these tendencies have 
a common origin and tradi- 
tion. Their distinctive politics 
and method were worked out 
by the founders of Militant.in 
Britain whose relative success 
in the Labour Party enabled 
them to win and assist sym- 
pathizers to build similar 
groups in other Parties of the 


so-called Socialist Interna- 
tional. 
British Militant had its 


origins in the break-up of 
Trotskys World Party of 
Socialist Revolution between 
1948 and 1953 (the Fourth 
International). The Interna- 
tional was confronted with 
the massive expansion of 
Stalinism into E.Europe and 
the overturn of capitalism in 
Yugoslavia and China, 
against all their expectations. 
They were confronted by the 
failure of the working class 
to carry through the revolu- 
tion anywhere and by the re- 


forces. Some trailed the so- 
cial democratic parties or, in 
the anti-colonial struggles 
sowed illusions in national- 
ist forces. Others defended 


ning of the 1950’s, not as a 
tactic to reach the most ad- 
vanced workers at a particu- 
lar moment but as a perma- 
nent strategy irrespective of 


emergence instead of the 
reformist mass parties in 
conditions of capitalist recov- 
ery worldwide, built on the 
basis of 60 million slaugh- 
tered in the second imperial- 
ist war. At the same time the 
global conflicts between 
imperialism and the post- 
capitalist (Stalinist) states 
were rapidly sharpening, 
erupting into a war of impe- 
rialism against Korea and 
China. 


the Stalinist CPs as poten- 
tially progressive while an- 
other section buckled under 
the pressure of the Cold War 
and abandonded_ the 
Trotskyist defence of the 
USSR. As such, all these 
fragments of the former revo- 
lutionary communist move- 
ment ceased to be 
consistently revolutionary 
and fell into forms of political 
centrism, vacillating between 
their revolutionary aspira- 
tions andthe non-revolution- 
ary forces behind which they 
trailed. 


Centrism 


The Trotskyists, tragically, 
failed to analyse these events 
in a scientific way and were 
unable tore-focus their Tran- 
sitional Programme for the 
new period. A catastrophist 


Militant began asjust such 
a centrist tendency. It arose 
in Britain from a split in the 
Revolutionary Communist 
Party which had been the 
British section of Trotsky’s 
Fourth International. Soon 
after the split, under the 
leadership of Ted Grant, 
Militant entered the British 


perspective was adopted — 
of imminent wars and revo- 
lutions worldwide. It seemed 
logical’ that the tiny revolu- 
tionary forces should quickly 
get to work within the mass 
reformist parties which 
would soon be forced left- 
wards into revolutionary 
action. This new turn split 
the International, but those 
sections which opposed the 
new perspective equally 
failed to carry out the neces- 
sary critical analysis of its 
past mistakes. 


Within a short period all 
the different fragments of the 
International had developed 
distinctive forms of adapta- 
tion to non-revolutionary 


Labour Party at the begin- 


political developmentsin the 
working class. It was this 
turn by Militant which has 
principally determined the 
evolution of their whole po- 
litical outlook over 35 years. 


Entryism or liquidation 


Militant’s liquidation into 
Labour wascompletely atodds 
with the entry tactic which 
Trotsky had argued for in 
France. There he had 
supported the French Section 
ofthe Movement for the Fourth 
International in entering the 
French Socialist Party (SFIO) 
in the mid ’thirties. He saw 
this tactic as possible only 
because of a temporary 
conjuncture where proletarian 
sections within the mass 
reformist party were turning 
towards revolutionary forms 
of struggle. Only in such 
special circumstances would 


it be possible forrevolutionary 
communists (Trotskyists) to 
openly raise their 
revolutionary internationalist 
banner as a pole of attraction 
for such workers within the 
reformist party, and only fora 
short time. 


Trotsky outlined clear 
guidelines against political 
liquidation, and was 
determined to jettison the 
tactic at the momentit became 
a trap for revolutionaries — 
when it sacraficed the 
communist programme to the 
illusion of short term gains. 
Ted Grant, by contrast, 
defended long-term strategic 
entry in the British Labour 
Party. Thus the ‘entry tactic’ 
was transformed in the 
direction of total and strategic 
absorbtion into the reformist 
mass party. It no longer 
mattered whether the Labour 
Party was a focus for leftward 
movement among the most 
advanced workers. The day 
would come, predicted Grant 
and his supporters, when the 
masses would inevitably rally 


to the Labour Party and TUC. 
In the meantime, the place for 
revolutionaries was to be 
firmly implanted in the 
Labour Party, waiting on 


these developments. 


No longer actively and 
openly addressing class-con- 
scious workers with the call 
to build a revolutionary 
party, Militant gradually 
tailored their propaganda to 
what was acceptable within 
the left of Labour. This was 
the basis on which they re- 
cruited and built their ten- 
dency — the belief that the 
Labour Party could actually 
be transformed so as to carry 
out all the key tasks of social- 
ist revolution. 

The programme of Marxism 
is: preserve the link between 
Labour and the Unions. End 
coalition now and fight for a 
Labour government to carry 
out the socialist transforma- 
tion of Irish society. (What 
We Stand For by Dermot 
Connolly, Militant Irish 
monthly pamphlet, April 
1984,p11.) & 


Left Reformism dressed up as Marxism 


THE POLITICS 





F MILITANT 


at the end of the document. 
Even this seems like a major 
advance compared with their 
extremely marginal treat- 
ment of the woman questionf 
for most of their 16 years pub- 
lishing in the one European 
country where women’s op- 
pression is most sharply 


with “environmental” and 
“feminist” concerns do so only 
in order to destroy any com- 
mitment to the traditions of 
militancy which are rooted in 
economic struggle. Revolu- 
tionary communism, on the 
other hand, hasalways fought 
to lift the workers’ organisa- 


been its almost exclusively 
trade-union based view of 
social forces and its narrowly 
economic view of working class 
interests. Even the perspec- 
tives it argues have frequently 
misrepresented the Marxist 
analysis of capitalism and its 
crises. Its constant prognosis 


This is a generally false 
explanation (underconsump- 
tionism) rejected by Marx but 
beloved by reformists. Reces- 
sionary wage cuts serve to 
increase the rate of exploita- 
tion and to put profitability 
and capital accumulation back 
on a new footing at working 





Abandoning 
Marxism 


Militant’s ritual appeals to tions can be used only with for the economy is that col- class expense. The reformist tions politically out of such posed. 

“Marxism” grew more insis- the object of destroying them. lapse and catastrophe are argumentsimply givesa gloss narrow perspectives and to 

tent as they increasingly dis- Thisistheoneandonlyway always around the corner. tothe bleatingsof trade union champion, with their organ- pistorical process 
tanced themselves from the _ the question of their utiliza- Nothing capitalism can do is ized weight and industrial 

fundamentals of the revolu- _ tion can be posed (thesis 6) ee ee Behind this threadbare 





tionary communist tradition economism stands a general 


of Marx, Lenin and Trotsky. Since the focal point of the method which relies upon the 
Their strategic commitment _ struggle for state power lies economic forces of history to 
to Labour parties soon led to outside parliament, the ques- lead the masses to the Labour 


the most decisive of all their 
shifts away from Marxism — 
their belief that socialism 
could come through parlia- 
ment: 
The struggle to establish a 
socialist Britain can be car- 
ried through in Parliament, 
backed up by the colossal 
power of the labour movement 
outside. (Militant Interna- 


tions of proletarian dictator- 
ship and the mass struggle 
for its realisation are, obvi- 
ously, immeasurably more 
important than the question 
of how to use the parliamen- 
tary system. (Thesis 19) 


Putting parliament at the 
centre of political strategy, 
even with the working class 


Party, to put it in power with 
a “socialist” programme and 
to paralyse the bourgeoisie 
into inaction. Such a reliance 
a ° on an “objective historical 
: ae ae - == process” is the one fatal dis- 

_ 4 = ease common to all the cen- 
trist organisations, in one- 
guise or another. 


When the stock market 


: ee bilised to “supplement” the }: din October 1987 Irish 
tional Review no.22 p.28) ae SUB PES ve | 
Labour Party sooner or later Militant carried an article by 
Answeringoneofthewitch- leads to another major distor- . 


Ted Grant telling us once more 
of the imminent outbreak of 
revolutionary activity 
worldwide, and that ... 
The inevitability of the com- 
plete transformation of the 
Labour parties and of the 
Socialist parties in Europe, 
possibly even the ‘Commu- 
nist ’ Party in France, in the 
next few years could force the 
ruling class to make 
concesions on a temporary 
basis. The ‘left’ leaders will 
be talking about socialism, 
about revolution. ... 
Now in Spain, in reality, the 
socialist revolution has be- 
gun. ... There will be revolu- 
tions in the underdeveloped 
world and revolutions in the 
West, that is inevitable. Every 
active worker must under- 
stand the situation in which 


hunters, Bob Sewell clarifies 
the matter: 
The idea put forward by 
Hodgson that we want to 
‘smash parliamentary de- 
mocracy’ is completely un- 
true. Unlike the sectarian 
grouplets on the fringe of the 
labour movement we have 
stressed that a socialist Brit- 
ain can be accomplished 
through parliament, backed 
up by the mobilised power of 
the labour movement outside” 
(MIR no.33 p.9) 


Contrast this with the 
theses of the Communist In- 
ternational on Communist 
Parties and Parliament: 

[Communism] sets itself the 
task of destroying parliamen- 
tarianism. It follows from this 
that bourgeois state institu- 


tion of the communist method 
— to adapt to the national 
framework of the bourgeois 
parliamentary system. Mili- 
tant showed the results of this 
adaptation to the British 
imperialist state when it re- 
fused to take the side of Ar- 
gentina in the Malvinas War. 
In the climate of imperialist 
jingoism they found it more 
palatable to argue that —“A 
Labour Government ... would 
continue the war on socialist 
lines” (MIR, June ’82 p4). We 
shall see later how this adap- 
tation combined with their 
economism to lead Militant 
into a thoroughly reactionary 
position on the nationalist 
revolt in Ireland. 


One of the distinctive fea- 
tures of Militant’s politics has 










ae mee pees 
capable of restoring its profit 
rate, its ability to go on accu- 
mulating. Against wage cut- 
ting trends Militant repeat- 
edly argued: 

The contradiction of the sys- 
tem itself is exposed in these 
objectives, as a cut in living 
standards leads to a fall in 
demand and this in its turn 
leads to a fall in production 
and this adds yet again to the 
tendency to recession and 
slump. (Labour to Power, by 
John Throne, 1975, p. 10). 


muscle, issues of wider con- 
cern to the class, the op- 
pressed, women, democratic 
rights, health ete. 


that their ‘advice’ to the capi- 
talists to keep up wage lev- 
elswill be good for both classes, 
rather than mobilize workers 


in struggle for their needs. fie Militants Whar We 


Stand For (1984) poses the 
tasks of socialists almost 
wholly in terms of the fight for 
an economic programme. The 
entire national question is 
reduced to the fight for work- 
ers’ unity in anew labour party 
in the North, and the entire 
question of women’s oppres- 
sion is left to two paragraphs 


Trade unionism, and by 
extension the Labour Party 
based upon it, have tradition- 
ally had a narrowly economic 
view of the concerns of work- 
ers. Militant has largely 
adapted to this throughoutits 
existence. The right-wing 
“new realists” of today who 
claim to counterbalance this 








Connolly, 
Marxism 





and Labour 


Milltant constantly reminds us that 
James Connolly founded the Irish 
Labour Party. He was a Marxist. 
Therefore Marxism Is an Indispen- 
sable part of the Labour Party tra- 
dition. This ‘logical’ syllogism Is 
dished up again and again by Mill 
tant to justify thelr appeals to 
‘Marxism’ and to prove that no 
witch-hunt can ever expel ‘Marx- 
ism’ from the Labour Party. The 
historical facts are very different. 


James Connolly, Indeed, argued 
for a mass party of the Irish work- 
Ing class and proposed the ena 
bling motion at the ITUC In 1912. 
His political perspective, however, 


| was for a parilamentary vehicle 
— which, In the Home Rule Ireland 


which then seemed Imminent, 
would be the passive political ex- 
pression In parilament of a vigor- 
ous working class movement con- 
ducting the class struggle against 
capitalism. It was a very defective 
Idea, Indeed, of how the party 
should relate to the class In the 


_ struggle for soclallsm. (For a fuller 


analysis see part 7 of our serles on 
Connolly’s legacy, In Class S 


| journal no.19 avallable from IWG, 


| 
| 
| 


£1 p&p). 


Not only was the party not bullt 
or Its programme detalled In any 
way while Connolly lived, he him- 
self never put forward a revolution- 
ary action programme around which 
to bulld it. Revolutionary though he 
was In his own life, and antl-impe- 
rlalist fighter In the manner of his 


| death, the legacy of Connolly In the 


_ ‘Labour Party Is anything but revo- 


i 
} 


| : , : 


lutionary or Marxist. As the pas- 


they find themselves, under- 
stand the processes taking 
place in the world, not to be 


put off by a victory of | 


Thatcher, of Haughey, of 
Chirac or whoever else it 
might be in Europe, not to be 
put off by a conservative reac- 
tion, because that will pre- 
pare an even greater reaction 
on the part of the working 
class. 

There is a world revolution- 


ary process taking place | 


simultaneously —a crisis in 
the underdeveloped world, a 
crisis in the Stalinist coun- 
tries, and a crisis in the de- 
veloped world also — an 


unprecedented situation in 


history which will prepare 
changes tn the consctousness 
of the working class across 


the globe. (Militant Irish | 


Monthly, Nov. 1987 pp7-8) 


While, of course, there zs an 
“objective historical process” 
capable of creating revolution- 
ary impulses among the 
masses, it can solve none of 
the tasks of leadership. And 
without conscious leadership 
with the most combative and 
clear character humanly pos- 
sible, nospontaneous upsurge, 
however gigantic, can guar- 
antee to smash and replace 
the class rule of imperialist 
capitalism. 


That is why the open fight | 


for the international revolu- 
tionary party of the Leninist- 
Trotskyist kind is an indis- 
pensable part of all genuine 
struggle for socialism. Sixteen 
years spent, in the name of 
Trotsky, trying to turn the 
Irish Labour party into a 
substitute for that revolution- 
ary instrument is a crime 
against the whole tradition of 
Lenin and Trotsky and a 
complete falsification of Marx- 
ism. 


sive political expression of the trade 
unlon movement, Labour was actu- 
ally organised as an election ma 
chine after 1918, as a party ex- 
pressing the outlook of the trade 
union bureaucracy In the ITUC. It 
has never gone beyond those po- 
litical limits despite all Its tempo- 
rary turns towards left rhetoric. 
“Marxism” or revolutionary poll- 
tics have never been a defining 


element of Labour’s politics at any | 


stage. 


Even the most collaboratlonist 
leaders In the labour and trade 
union movement have been allowed 


nolly while trampling on every revo- 
lutionary asplration that he stood 
for. 


The Contradictory 
Nature of Reformism 


Militant’s appeal to Connolly In 
the Labour Party is based on a 
myth that It Is In some spiritual 
sense Connolly’s party, no matter 
what ugly right-wing pro-capitalist 
forces may control It. This spirit Is 
presumed to be embodied by the 
“rank and file” members of the 
Labour Party who are Inevitably 
golng to be pushed Into conflict 
agaln and again with the pro-capl- 
talist leadership, the usurpers. The 
hold of the leadership over the 
party is always “tenuous”, easily 
vulnerable to a determined offen- 
sive by the rank and file which can 
for sure, some day, turn the party 
Into the Instrument of socialist 
‘transformation’. 


Again, this Is thoroughly false. It 


wrongly attempts to apply within a | 
| reformist party the methods which | 


Lenin, the Comintern and Trotsky 


applied to the Inherent confilct be- 
| tween masses of workers in 


struggle on the one side and the re- 
formist leaderships on the other 


side. The Labour Party as a whole 


is an Intrinsic part of the reformist 


leadership of the class. It does not | policies ever — for nationali- 


have a reformist leadership on one 


side and a (potentially) revolution- | 
ary rank and file membership on | 


the other. Unlike a trade union with 
Its mass membership united solely 
to defend of thelr material cond- 
tions, labour party members are a 
self-selected group who offer them- 
selves as a political leadership to 
the class on the basis of a con- 
plete perspective and outlook — 
the reformist programme of achiev- 
ing a better life for all through 
protecting bourgeols democracy 
and winning reforms within capital- 
ism. This reformist outlook /s ut- 
terly hostile to revolutionary ac- 
tion agalnst the capitalist system. 


Of course there are tensions In 
the labour party between different 
currents, most of all between the 
more honest sections of the rank 
and file and the more corrupt and 
openly bourgeois parilamentary 
leadership and thelr hacks and 
unlon bureaucrats who operate 
their party machine. Thelr control 
over the machine has been demon- 
strated again and again, most 


| powerfully when they turned a huge 


leftward surge in 1969 Into Its 
opposite within two years, with 
the ald of all the power of the 
bourgeols media. 


The self-selected membership, 


deeply In the common reformist 
outlook of the party. For revolu- 
tlonarles to exploit these tensions 
within the reformist party means 
fighting In united-front struggies to 
pit the best elements of the mem 
bership against the leadership with 
the explicit alm of winning them to 
a revolutionary party and the 


ultimate break-up of the Labour 
Party and Its hold over the work- | 


ers’ movement. Militant’s perspec- 
tlves In the party have nothing In 


common with this method. 





FACED WITH the looming 
_ threat of expulsion from La- 


bour, Militant has ever more 
stridently assured their read- 


| ers that “Marxism cannot be 
expelled from Labour”! This 


kind of mystical self-consola- 
tion is a fundamental part of 
Militant’s whole method. 
Repeatedly they peddle illu- 
sions in false friends and fake 


‘lefts’ and promise inevitable 


victories in the reformist 
party. Repeatedly they are 
faced with defeats, setbacks 
and illusory gains. They can 
continue to peddle the same 
fake nostrums only by per- 
suading their members that 
defeats are really moral victo- 
ries, or will ultimately be seen 
as victories, however their 
intelligence might -.tell them 
otherwise. 


Typical of this at a general 


| level is Ted Grant’s exhorta- 
to claim the mantle of James Con- | 


tion to workers, quoted above, 
“not to be put off by a conserva- 
tive reaction, because that will 
prepare an even greater reac- 
tion on the part of the working 
class.” Not true — unless a 
revolutionary leadership is 
built in a fight to break the 
existing reformist parties! 
Consistently through all of 
Militant’s politics, the histori- 
cal process will achieve what 
Lenin and Trotsky argued only 
a revolutionary party could 
accomplish asconscious tasks! 


| Labour Moves Left 


Continuously during the 
past 16 years, while Labour’s 
support declined as it collabo- 
rated more and more deeply 
with the ruling class, Militant 


| repeatedly pronounced that 


the party was moving to the 


| left “again”. Such movements 
were measured against the 


position and policies of the 
party in 1969. 

- The Irish Labour Party’s 
electoral support was highest 
in 1969, with 25% of the Dublin 
vote (17% nationally), after 
adopting its most “left-wing” 


zation of the banks and insur- 
ance, for separation of church 
and state, for state develop- 
ment agencies to create new 
industry and employment. 
These were not anti-capital- 


| ist policies. Iffully carried out 


they would have left Irish 
capitalism intact, butit wasa 
utopian pipe dream to believe 
that even these limited meas- 


| ures could be imposed on the 


Irish ruling class through 
parliamentary politics. The 


| progressive elements in these 


policies could only have been 


| won through mobilising mass 


struggle, and no such pros- 


| pect was envisaged. 


The1969 policies, the prom- 


| ise of “socialism in the seven- 


ties”, the determination to 
oppose coalition — all were 


| swept aside by 1972 when 


Irish Militant began its publi- 
cation. But from the very start 


Militant based its propaganda 


upon presenting those 1969 
policies as “socialist”. After the 
1972 conference Militant al- 
ready reported a leftward 


the rank and file, however, share movement in the rhetoric of 


| Labour leader Corish, archi- 


tect of the treacherous turn 
back to coalition (Militant 
no.6, p.2). After the 1973 con- 
ference they told us there was 
a 
growing realisation among 
the rank and file that the only 
way their living standards 
cn be defended and increased 
is by the implementation of 
the socialist policies con- 
tained in the 1969 policy 
documents (No. 17). 


Sixteen 
in Labou 


Labour Moves Left 


In 1975 Militant’s John 
Throne in a major pamphlet 
Labour to Power gave a con- 
ducted tour through the 1969 
programme trying to persuade 
Labour members thatit wasa 
charter for socialism, conclud- 
ing: 

Enormously favourable times 
lieahead for the working class 

. the Labour Party must 

break from the Coalition and 
take its place side by side 
with the trade unions and 
mobilise the working class 
and all the vital sections of 
Trish society in support of its 
programme for the socialist 
transformation of society 
(p.13) 


In Feb. 1976, recognising 
that Labour’s actual policies 
were those of the continuing 
coalition, Militant toldus that 
“It will be the unions that will 
lead the struggle for alterna- 
tive policies within the Party” 
(No.40) and re-assuring us 
that the real Party was the 
members, not the leaders: “Az 
the verytime when Labour TDs 
and ministers are most active 
in their attacks on the labour 
movement, the Partyis becom- 
ing more determined to change 
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threadbare credentials with 
the working class by electing 
a left-talking opponent of 
coalition, Michael D.Higgins, 
as party Chairman. Militant 
announced in 1978 under the 
headline “Labour Moves Left” 
that Higgins’ election 
and the resolutions passed 
for the nationalisation of the 
Commanding Heights of the 
economy, for workers unity 
in the North and for the right 
to contraception and divorce 
in the South, together show 
that Labour is once again 
moving to take up its Social- 
ist policies. 


In the end Higgins was cast 


the policies of these so-called is 6, i . 


leaders”. 


But in November. they re- \ 
ported that the Party confer- | 
ence in Limerick threatened ‘ 


expulsion tothe(non-Militant) 
lefts who associated with the 
CP and SFWPin a public alli- 
ance for some of the 1969 polli- 


.eies on development of natu- 
ral resources (the self-styled 


Left Alternative). Yet we were 

reassured: 
Even at Limerick the poten- 
tial fora sharp turn tothe left 
was illustrated in the 30% 
vote for anti-coalitionist Pat 
Carroll for the vice-Chairand 
the 292 votes for Sen. 
M.D.Higgins for chair. 


Labour Moves Left 


- In 1977 the party leader- 
ship got away with de-select- 
ing Liaison of the Left candi- 
dates, including Noel Browne. 
He and Matt Merrigan stood 
as independent labour candi- 
dates in Dublin in the June 
1977 election which removed 
the Coalition from office. But 
Labour continued in coalition 
even on the opposition 
benches! Nevertheless Mili- 
tant was assuring us: 
The previous Coalition fell in 
1957. Within three years of 
that the Labour Party’s right 
wing leader, Norton, had 
resigned and the Party was 
pledged to never again take 
partina capitalist coalition. 
A similar process will again 
take place now; but this time 
the new leftward movement 
will be telescoped. We will 
not have to wait three years 
for the Party to take an inde- 
pendent socialist stance. 
(No.55 p.5) 


And, indeed in April 1978, 
without breaking from their 
continuing alliance with Fine 
Gael in opposition, the party 
conference tried to repair its 





ears 


in Militant’s welcome for the 
election of Emmet Stagg, the 
self-styled ‘Labour Left’ leader 
who has publicly squabbled 
with Dick Spring over the 
division of power within the 
party machine. Stagg was to 
be the one to initiate concrete 
moves leading to the immi- 
nent witth-hunt of Militant 
itself! 


At the 1987 annual confer- 
ence, with Labour out of Coa- 
lition, Spring recognized the 
disastrous electoral situation, 
under pressure from the un- 
ions. He adopted the posture 
of rebuilding the party witha 
perspective of electoral inde- 





A Militant anti-coalition cartoon, 1985. 


aside by the leadership aftér 
several years as the “con- 
science” ofa party that steadily 
deepened its collaboration 
with the ruling class. For 
Labour entered two further 
coalition governments — 6 
months in 1981 and three 
years from 1983-85. Indeed, as 
Labour was increasingly re- 
jected at the polls it was to 
rely more and more upon the 
hod-carriers of Militant to 
preserve its organisation i1n- 
tact, in particular building up 
its youth section. Even though 
the party Leader Michael 
O’Leary decamped to the Fine 
Gael party, there was no back- 
lash against either coalition 
or the continuance of O’Leary’s 
collaborationist policiesin the 
person of his apprentice and 
replacement as leader, Dick 
Spring. 


Labour Moves Left 


Militant’s major political 
statement from this period 
Socialism or Catastrophe by 
John throne reassured us, 
however, in bold titles — 
“Labour Will Grow”, “Labour 
Continues Left”, “Socialist 
Policies Will Build Labour” 
and “The Fight Back Has 
Begun”. Only self delusion, a 
bad memory and arapid turn- 
over of supporters can explain 
how Militant could continue 
in this vein while even the 
trade unions were threaten- 
ing to disaffiliate from the 
party. 


The final ironies of this 
whole method are to be seen 


pendence for the foreseeable 
future. Militant greeted it — 
“Labour Party Moves left at 
historic conference” (No. 156,, 
Oct. 1987): 
One would have to go back to 
1970 to find a year and a 
conference of equal signifi- 
cance in the Labour Party. 
Then the Party decided to seek 
a Coalition government with 
Fine Gael ... Exactly the 
opposite process has now been 
set in motion. ... 
A motion containing a radi- 
cal socialist alternative to the 
economic crisis of capitalism 
was moved by another Mili- 
tant supporter... for “the na- 
tionalisation of the banks and 
financial institutions and for 
a socialist plan of production 


_ to create the wealth neces- 


sary to overcome unemploy- 
ment, emigration and pou- 
erty”. This was carried over- 
whelmingly. 


Labour Moves... 


Within a year the Spring 
leadership, in collusion with 
the “socialist” Stagg, had bro- 
ken Militant’s domination of 
Labour Youth. Spring 
launched a “new realist” eco- 
nomic programme embracing 
private enterprise, and stood 
down the democratically se- 
lected Militant candidate in 
Dublin West. With Stagg’s 
help he initiated with a venge- 
ance the witch-hunt threat- 
ened against Militant since 
1984, with the aim of under- 
mining all anti-coalition forces 
in the party! 


Turning left indeed! & 


Yr 
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Militant in the Unions 


The Irish trade unions with thelr 
strong traditions of militancy have 
been the most Important arena In 
which soclallsts should have been 
struggling during the past 16 years 


| — In the wage struggles, against 


redundancy and for working class 
actlon agalnst repression and for 
democratic rights, especially 
against women’s oppression. But, 
as the high rate of unofficial strikes 
has demonstrated throughout most 
of that period, It was among the 
rank and file, and against the bu- 
reaucracy of the unlons that such 
struggle had to be waged. 








For Militant, however, the La 
bour Party was central and the 
workers’ struggles only supplemen- 
tary. Of course their paper reported 
the struggles of the rank and file 
and thelr supporters walked the 
picket lines wherever such solidar- 
Ity was possible. However, Miii- 
tant refused to take up the fight to 
bulld an Independent rank and file 
movement In and across the un- 
lons to fight against the capitalist 
offensive. As recently as October 
1987 when a rank and file Initia 
tive was attempted by the far left 


the North 


While militant pledged itself 
at its inception in Ireland to 


_ fight British imperialism in 


Ireland, its uninterrupted 16- 
year record has been one of 
siding with reformist and pro- 
imperialist labour 
bureaucracies against the 
republican-led struggles of the 
nationally-oppressed. 


Militant has never failed to 
emphasize in its propaganda 
the vital importance for the 
working class to fight all as- 
pects ofrepression. But as long 
as that fight was actually 
waged under the leadership 
of non-working class forces 
Militant abstained and op- 
posed it. It has taken refuge 
for 16 years in utopian and 
abstract callsfor a united Prot- 
estant and Catholic trade 
union defence force in the 
North to “combat sectarian- 
ism”. All the guerrilla actions 
of republican fighters were 
dismissed as sectarian indi- 
vidual terrorism. All the popu- 
lar political mobilisations of 
the anti-unionists were at- 
tacked as sectarian. All the 
demands of anti- Unionists for 
justice and against repression 
were promised the support of 
Militant only if the anti-un- 


ionist masses would cease to 





struggle for them as Catholics 


or as Nationalists and leave 
them to be fought for by reso- 
lutions for action by a future 
united labour movement! 


This utterly reactionary 
side of Militant’s politics was 
inherited from their mentors 
in Britain. In the firstinstance 
it reflected British Militant’s 
own accomodation tothe Brit- 
ish state. It remained unchal- 
lenged throughout Irish Mili- 
tant’s subsequent indigenous 
development because the 
whole of their politics repre- 
sented an adaptation to the 
official organs of the trade 
union and labour movements 
north and south, dominated 
as they were by the most open 
collaborators with British im- 


groups against the Programme for 


ilitant and 


Economic Recovery, Militant went 
Its own way with propaganda for 
workers to join the Labour Party. 
The fight agalnst this class-wide 
collaboration was only narrowly 
lost for the want of a struggle 
which was entirely possible. Their 
opposition to the trade union bu- 
reaucracy has never gone beyond 
finger-wagging at thelr seli-outs. 
They bullt oppositional groups In 
the unions which were little more 
than election machines for thelr 
own preferred candidates for un- 
lon committee positions. Parallel 
with the attempt to enlarge thelr 


perialism and unionism. 


While tens of thousands of 
workers as well as petit-bour- 
geoissections struggled openly 
in solidarity with the hunger- 
strikers in 1980-81 in strikes 
and demonstrations, Militant 
attacked such mobilisations 
as reactionary and sectarian 
and put forward its own alter- 
native — for verbal declara- 
tions in favour of the prison- 
ers demands, to be argued for 
in northern Trades Councils 
and in the British Labour 
Party! (Militant no. 93, May 
1981). While 100,000 were 
marching against Thatcher’s 
murder of Bobby Sands, Mili- 
tant’s front page condemned 
the the fact that “sectarian 
organisations” had thereby 
achieved worldwide promi- 
nence. “We make no apology’, 
they wrote,“for highlighting 
some of those class aspects of 
the situation which the capi- 
talist papers of the world have 
failed to notice”; and the ar- 
ticle went on to tell of civil 





The Acid Test for 
Trotskyism 


Militant are accused by Dick 
Spring’s gang of being part of an 
International organisation of 
Trotskylsts dedicated to Inflitrat- 
Ing the Labour Party. Yet, apart 
from a temporary existence after 
expulsion from soclal-democratic 
or labour parties, none of the MIil- 
tant tendencles Internationally has 
an Independent existence. The 
international organisation which Is 
most decisive In defining the poll- 
tics of all these linked Militant 
tendencles Is the International 
movement of soclal democracy Iit- 
self, bound together by the rotten 
Socialist International of Dick 
Spring, Nell Kinnock, Mitterand 
etc., all members of the interna 
tlonal reserve team of Imperialist 
capitalism. 

Within the framework of their 
common adaptation to social 
democratic reformism, all the Mil- 
tant tendencies are undoubtedly 
co-ordinated, no more than Dick 
Spring and his cronies internation- 
ally co-ordinate thelr plans, Includ- 
Ing thelr attacks on groups such 
as Militant!. On International Is- 
sues they take guidance from the 


leaders of the British tendency. 
Tragically, there Is little or nothing 
In Militant politics, however, ca 
pable of ever counterposing the 
creation of alternative revolution- 
ary parties. 


Trotskyism, following In Lenin’s 
footsteps, always puts to the fore 
in the most open way possibie 
before the working class, the ban- 
ner and programme of a revolution- 
ary International. No matter what 
temporary entry tactics or other 
forms of united front that national 
sections of such a party may form 
with advanced workers In the re- 
formist organisations, the open and 
Independent existence and the 
programme of such an International 
are the touchstore of any claim to 
be part of the tradition of Lenin and 
Trotsky. 


Milltant’s complete repudiation 
of this key task of Trotskyism and 
Leninism has Its other side In open 
hostility towards what they call 
the “r-r-revolutionary sects” of the 
far left (No. 40, Feb '76) among 
which they Include the Irish Work- 
ers Group. Yet it was the IWG 
which repeatedly confronted Mill- 


tant with the need to take up MIll- 
tant’s defence as a campalgn 
throughout the working class 
movement. It was the IWG that 
went ahead and moved motions In 
labour-affillated trade union 
brances In defence of Militant when 
Militant would not do so. Milltant’s 
absurd response was that If any- 
one wanted to defend them they 
should give money to Militant, and 
they should join the Labour Party! 
If that is not sectarianism cutting 
off its own nose to spite Its face... 


Members of the Militant ten- 
dency must seriously question the 
record, the whole method, and the 
pseudo-Trotskyist claims of thelr 
leaders. If they do so honestly they 
must recognize that, whatever 
communist work may usefully be 
done among Labour Party mem- 
bers, the fallure to openly fight to 
bulld a revolutionary alternative 
has been a disaster for the most 
combative class fighters. 


if they are not to drift into pollti- 
cal demoralization, like so many of 
thelr former comrades over the 
years, they must abandon the sec- 
tarlanism In which they have been 


influence In Labour, they have 
sought positions In the unlons on 
the basis of left phraseology. They 
belleved that the Inevitable surge 
forward of the working class would 
then put them at the head of a com- 
bined Labour and Trade Union 
mobilization for the parllamentary 
transformation of society along 
socialist lines. The “broad left” 
groupings thus bullt In several 
unlons were never genulne move- 
ments of the rank and file based on 
Independent struggle ready to 
break where necessary with the 
union leaders. @ 


paign for a10% wage increase 
and of protests against rent 
increases. 


Militant’s “Marxism” has no 
place for revolutionary com- 
munist tactics in Ireland 
towards the continuing na- 
tional struggle —tactics which 
must include united fronts for 


action with non-working class | 


forces. They refuse to see that 
the sectarian discrimination 
in the Northisin fact national 
oppression. They reject the 
method of Trotskyism which 
seeks to put the working class 
at the head of that struggle, 
and to fight for its extension 
into a class revolution for a 
workers state in Ireland. They 
substitute an abstract appeal 


tounity with protestant work- | 


ers who have not been broken 
from their alliance with the 
oppressor unionist regime. Yet 


even then they fail to offer to | 


either the protestant or catho- 
lic working class any revolu- 
tionary action programme of 
class struggle. Mf 


trained and open up to debate and 
discussion among all those who 
clalm to stand for the bullding of 
such a revolutionary alternative. In 
the [WG they will find the only ten- 
dency In Ireland committed to the 
pursult of this goal by starting from 
the re-elaboration of Trotsky’s 
programme as the basis for a new 
revolutionary communist Interna- 
tional. 


Far from cutting socialist fight- | 


ers off from the working class, 


Initially small organisation of po- 
litically trained cadres to Intervene 
confidently In all the organisations 
of the class and on all fronts of 
struggle — among anti-imperial- 
Ists, women fighters, youth, trade 
unlonists and even the Labour 
Party. Only thus can we begin to 


ralse the most advanced activists | planned economies remain funda- 


|} mentally hampered by the exis- 
| tence of a privileged and parasitic 


to the level of a coherent revolu- 
tlonary programme Instead of de- 


stroying thelr morale on the carou- | 
sel of aLabour Party that can never | 
do other than betray them, what- | 


ever the rhetoric about “transform- 
Ing” capitalism out of existence. 


Only the fight for such a revolu- | 
tlonary party can combine and | 


develop the Immediate and partial 
demands, and the eplsodic 
struggles, of the workers and 
oppressed Into a transitional pro- 
gramme of permanent revolution 


agalnst capitalism In lreland and 


Internationally. 








THE IRISH WORKERS GROUP Is a 
revolutionary communist organisa- 
tion. We base our programme and 
policies on the works of Marx, 
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky, on the 
documents of the first four con- 
gresses of the Third (Communist) 
International and on the Transi- 
tional Programme of the Fourth 
International. 


BH Revolution 


| Capitalism is an anarchic and cri 


sis-ridden economic system based 
on production for profit. We are for 
Its replacement by socialist pro- 
duction planned for human need. 
Only the working class can lead 


| the oppressed masses of the planet 


towards this goal. To do so re- 

ulres a social revolution that ex- 
propriates the capitalist class and 
smashes the armed power of that 
class, namely its state, replacing 
It with the dictatorship of the pro- 
letariat, founded upon workers 
councils and armed militias of the 
workers. 


@ Reformists 


There Is no peaceful parllamentary 
road to socialism. Workers are 
repeatedly held back from the 
struggle for power by the social 
democratic or Labour partles, the 
trade unlon bureaucracy and the 
Stalinist parties. These bodies, 
while based on workers organisa- 
tions, are bourgeols In thelr poll- 
tics and practice. Their strategy of 
alllances with the bourgeolsle 
{popular fronts) Inflicts enormous 
defeats on the working class 
worldwide. Thelr history is one of 
sacrificing the historic alms of the 
proletariat to reforms within capl- 


| talism. In periods of crisis, how- 


ever, capitalism tries to recoup 
these concessions. 


@ Transitional Programme 


| If the working class Is to success- 


fully fight the capltallst offensive, 
its own crisis of leadership must be 
resolved in a revolutionary direc- 
tion. To this end we fight within the 
workers’ movements to link exist- 
ing struggies to the struggle for 
working class power. We fight for 
factory committees, Industrial un- 
lons, International combine con- 
mittees, unemployed organizations 
and counclis of actlon—forms of 
organisation that can bring the 


| workers united into conflict not 


only with Individual capitalists but 
with the capitalist system. Through 
transitional demands the masses 


| can find a bridge between thelr 


present struggles for everyday de- 
mands and the tasks of the soclal- 
ist revolution. 


m Trade Unions 


In the trade unions we fight for a 
rank and file movement to oust the 
reformist bureaucracy, to democ- 
ratise the unions and win them to 
a revolutionary action programme 
based on transitional demands. 


| Central to this Is the fight for work- 
such a method will enable even an | 


ers’ control of production. 
@ Stalinist States 


The so-called ‘communist’ coun- 
tries are In fact degenerate work- 
ers states ruled by Stalinist bu- 
reaucracies. Although capitalism 
has been overthrown the workers 
do not hold political power. Their 


bureaucratic caste, thus blocking 


_ the road towards socialist develop- 


ment. We defend unconditionally 


the degenerate workers states 
| against imperialism. To open the 


road to socialism, we fight interna- 
thonally to become a force for politl- 
cal revolution within these coun- 
tries to smash bureaucratic tyr- 
anny and to create genuine work- 
ers’ democracy based on soviets 
— workers’ councils. 


| @ Imperialism 
We support the stuggies of op- 


wessed nationalities or countries 
ialnst Imperialism. Within the | 
»ppressed countries, where such 
itruggies are led by non-proletar- — 
an leaderships the tasks of com- | 
nunists to fight for leadership of 
he struggle renders our support 
or such forces conditional as well 
is critical. 


di Republicanism 


In lreland we defend the revolution- 
ary nationalist Republican move- 
ment against Imperialist backed | 
repression. The Republican move- | 
ment which stands at the head of © 
the nationalist revolt repeatedly | 
sets back the possibility of mobiliz- 
Ing the masses by pursuing a strat- 
egy of guerrilla warfare without ref- 
erence to the needs of the masses 
in struggle. 


H Permanent Revolution 


As against thelr programme we 
fight for the strategy of Permanent 
Revolution, |.e. an action pro- 
gramme which links the present 
revolutionary-democratic struggle 
to the overthrow of both Imperial- 
Ism and Irish capitalism. We there- 
fore fight politically against Repub- | 
licanism, to bring the struggle under 
the leadership of the working class 
and a revolutionary communist 
party. We advocate the armed 
unlted front of workers, socialists 
and republicans as a tactic In the 
strugggle. We fight to unite the 
majority of the Irish working class 
In the struggle for its own state 
power throughout the Island. We 
fight for maximum unity In the 
struggle against capitalism with 
the Protestant working class, while 
not hiding from them our funda 
mental opposition to British Impe- 
rialism. 


# Church & State 


We fight for the most complete 
separation of Church and state, an 
end to church control of schools, 
hospitals and other social Institu- | 
tions. We fight against every con- 
fessional or sectarlan expression 
In the workers’ organisations. 


@ Sexual Oppression 


We fight against the oppression 
that capltalist society Inflicts on 
people because of their race, age, 
sex, or sexual orlentation; or on 
minorities such as the Travellers. | 
We are for the liberation of women 
and for the bullding of a working 
class women’s movement, not an | 
“all class” autonomous movement. 
We are for the liberation of lesbli- 
ans and gays from thelr special op- 
pression. 


@ Environment 


We fight for the working-class 
action to keep the environment | 
safe for human life agalnst Its 
destruction by the profit lust of 
capitalism or by bureaucratic Sta- 
linist planning. 


& internationalism 


It Is Impossible to achleve social- 
ism within a single national terri- 
tory. The revolution must become 
international—its fundamental 
task Is its own extension. There- 
fore, as well as bullding revolution- 
ary parties, the workers need a 
revolutionary International. The | 
last, the Fourth, collapsed intocen- | 
trism between 1948 and 1951 after 
it falled to re-elaborate Trotsky’s | 
programme for the new world pe- | 
riod. 


@ New Intemational 


The Irish Workers Group Is the Irish 
section of the Movement for a 
Revolutionary Communist Interna- 
tional. We are pledged to fight the 
centrism of the degenerate frag- 
ments of the Fourth International 
(Militant, SWM, PD, LWR etc. in 
Ireland) and to refound a Leninist | 
Trotskyist International through a | 
process of revolutionary re- | 
groupment. We combine the 
struggle for a re-elaborated transl- | 
tional programme with active In- 
volvement In the struggies of the 
working class —fighting for revolu- 
tionary leadership. 


@ JOIN THE IWG 


lf you are a class consclous fighter | 
against capitalism and Imperial- | 
ism and If you are an International- | 
ist — join us! 








“THE SOVIET army didn’t 
start this war: they walked 
into the one we already had 
going.” The PDPA member 
| who said this was right. 


| Acivil war was ragingin Af- 

ghanistan before the Kremlin 
sent in its troops. Nine years 

| on, and with the Soviet troops 
now withdrawn, that very 
same civil war is still going 
on. It is poised to enter its 
most decisive and bloody 
phase. 


| In 1980 when the Kremlin 
launched its invasion, the 
Irish Workers Group and our 
fraternal organization in Brit- 
ain, Workers Power, recog- 
| nized that the entry of Soviet 
| troops had not changed the 
fundamental character of the 
internal Afghan civil war. In 
| that civil war it was the duty 
of revolutionaries to make 
clear which side they sup- 
ported, which side we would 
call on the international pro- 
letariat to actively solidarise 
with. 


On one side of this war stand 
the motley crew grouped in 
the Mujahedin. They are led 
in the main by landowning 

| tribal chiefs and divided be- 
tween “moderates” who want 
to resist all change and the 
“hard liners” who compete 
with each other over precisely 
which century they want to 
take Afghan society back to. 





| Saudi money 


ter of the provisional govern- 
ment established by the 


| Mujahedin is the extreme 


reactionary Abdur Rasul 
Sayaf, a member of the 
Wahhabi sect backed by Saudi 
money. The Mujahedin chiefs 
are sanctioning the public 
stoning to death for women 
accused of adultery in their 
refugee camps. These are the 
“freedom fighters” that, aston- 
ishingly, the SWP call on 
workers to support. 





A victory for these national 
“freedom fighters” would not 
result in liberation for the 
Afghan people. In fact, that 
“people” is divided along na- 
tional lines already. The 
Mujahedin is mainly based on 
the most numerous, Pushtun, 
population group in Afghani- 
stan. Their triumph would 
intensify the oppression of the 
other minority peoples such 
as Baluchis, Tazhiks and 
Uzbeks. 


At the moment the coali- 
tion of forces within the 
Mujahedin is beset by tremen- 
dous frictions. So sharp are 
the divisions that the recent 
attempt to hold a conclusive 
general council of tribal chiefs 
(a shura) was wrecked by 
them. If they could overcome 
these divisions they would, as 
Socialist Worker Review has 
rightly said: “. . . probably 
produce a reactionary funda- 
mentalist government well to 
the right of Khomeini. And 
this time it would be an Ameri- 
can client.” (February 1988) 
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Democratic reforms 


Ranged against this armed 
imperialist backed reaction 
have been those elements 
supporting the regime of the 

| PDPA. That regime was es- 
tablished in 1978 on a pro- 
gramme of democratic re- 
forms. A Stalinist party, the 
PDPA, came to power in a 
coup that depended onits base 
in the officer ranks of the 
armed forces. It was, however, 





Right now the Prime Minis- 


AFGHANISTAN 





SWM: Whose 


Side are you on? 


The Socialist Workers Movement in Ireland and its 
international leadership in the (British) Socialist Workers 
Party have greeted the Soviet withdrawal from Afghanistan 
as “a blow against imperialism”. The .reactionary 
implications of this position flow from their belief that the 
USSR is an imperialist “state-capitalist” power. 


acoup that wasinitially popu- 
lar among Afghanistan’s small 
working class—numbering 
150,000 in the mid 1970s— 
and the teachers and students 
in the cities. 


Initial attempts to imple- 
ment a programme of reform 
from above immediately met 
with resistance from the land- 
lords and mullahs. The regime 
announced its intention to 
abolish bride prices and ar- 
ranged marriages, to create 
new secular schools and to 
carry through a land reform 
programme. 


In a society where 40% of 
the population were landless 
and only 20% of those with 
land had enough for subsis- 
tence, the land reform meas- 
ures were central to any pro- 
gramme for meeting the 
immediate needs of Afghan 
peasants and nomads. But the 


, 
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Stalinist PDPA neither mobi- 
lised the rural masses in inde- 
pendent organizations to fight 
the landlords, nor did they 
provide the material means 
for implementing the reforms 
that they decreed from Kabul. 


Decree number six abol- 


_ished debts to richer farmers 


and landlords. But it did not 
touch the far more consider- 
able debts of the peasants to 
the merchants and money- 
lenders. This was because the 
PDPA saw their “revolution” 
as a strictly anti-feudal one 
and did not wish to offend the 
powerful merchants of the 
bazaars. 


Decree number eight placed 
alimiton land ownership. But 
it did not provide the peas- 
ants with the seed, imple- 
ments and cash necessary to 
make land reform a reality. 
The majority remained tied to 
the landlordsin sharecropping 
arrangements within the old 


A The Soviet Armed Forces prepare to abandon Kabul 


tribal bounds. 


In this situation the land- 
lords were able to mobilize 
tribal structures in many 
areas, into “a reactionary 
vendee” (that is a popular 
mobilization for counter-revo- 
lutionary ends), as we de- 
scribed it in 1980. 


The pressure of reaction, 
backed from the start by 
Pakistan and the USA, 
intensified the historic splits 
within Afghan Stalinism. 
Some, like Amin for example, 
wanted to increase the pres- 
sure of reform in order tomake 
a direct transition from feu- 
dalism to “communism”. Oth- 
ers, like Babrak Karmal and 
Najibullah, wanted to slow 
down the whole process of 
modernization. 


The progressive side in the 
Afghan civil war was itself 


ge 
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riven with armed strife that 
threatened to destroy it and 
its regime. It could not coun- 
tenance workers’ democracy 
to resolve these divisions, 
since such democracy would 
have threatened its own rule. 
Therefore, in classic Stalinist 
fashion, itresolved differences 
by bureaucratic-police meas- 
ures and shoot outs. 


It was in the context of the 
PDPA’s own disarray that the 
USSR intervened militarily to 
preserve a buffer state for 
itself in Afghanistan. In so 
doing they stifled the PDPA 
regime and its supporters, 
forcing them to jettison even 
their pretence at carrying 
through areform programme. 
The land reform was halted 
as a result of Soviet pressure, 
but this succeeded only in 
emboldening the reactionary 
landlords and leaving the 
peasants with no reason 
whatsoever to support the re- 


gime. 


However, the Soviet troops, 
in the context ofa real, shoot- 
ing, civil war, provided a de- 
eree of physical defence for 
those remaining forces com- 
mitted to taking Afghanistan 
into the twentieth century. In 
other words, the invasion did 
not alter the fact that the civil 
war was between the forces of 
progress, even though led by 
Stalinists, and the forces of 
feudal reaction. 


Yet, in 1980 the SWP/SWM 
immediately joined in the 
chorus demanding Soviet 
withdrawal. Socialist Review 
announced: “We say the Rus- 
sian troops should get out of 
Afghanistan” (Socialist Re- 
view 1980:3) — and they’ve 
been saying so ever since. 


What was the correct posi- 
tion to take on the Soviet 
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presence in Afghanistan and 
the withdrawal of Soviet 
troops? From the very start 
we recognized that the Soviet 
troops were not there to de- 
fend, let alone extend, the 
democratic programme. Far 
from it. We recognized the 
troops were there to defend 
the Soviet bureaucracy’s per- 
ceived self-interest in the 
region. That is why our first 
response to the intervention 
made it clear that: 


“An independent force must 
be welded out of the tiny Af- 
ghan proletariat and the scat- 
tered forces of the poor peas- 
ants. That force must at every 
step jealously guard its inde- 
pendence from Karmal and 
the Soviet Armed Forces. Its 
aim must be the revolution- 
ary overthrow of the Karmal 
regime and the Soviet occupy- 
ing forces.” (Class Struggle, 
June 1980) 


It was in fighting for a lead- 
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ership that had broken with, 
and learnt the lessons of, 
Stalinism, that the key to 
defeating the forces of reac- 
tion lay. We did not entrust 
that job to the Soviet Armed 
Forces. 


For the SWP/SWM, though, 
there was never any alterna- 
tive to Soviet withdrawal and 
a victory for Islamic reaction. 
Back in 1980 they declared 
that “we don’t join in the 
hymns of praise in the press 
for the ‘freedom fighters”. 
(Socialist Review 1980, No.3) 
Yet this never gotin their way 
of actually urging their vic- 
tory. As the SWP said more 
recently, the nature of the 
Mujahedin “shouldn’t lead 
socialists to see Russia’s de- 
feat as anything but a boost 
for our side”. (Socialist Worker 
11 February 1989). As the 
towns are surrounded, as 
Kabul starves, as all those 
even faintly in favour of mod- 
ernizing Afghanistan face a 
horrible death at the hands of 
reaction, Socialist Worker 
calls a Russian withdrawal “a 
welcome blow against imperi- 
alism”. And: 


“Socialists everywhere 
should celebrate it for that 
reason. But it will not lead to 
even a mildly ‘progressive’ 
government, and it will not 
bring peace.” (Socialist Worker 
Review February 1989) 


To call for Soviet with- 
drawal, with its inexorable 
logic of supporting those who 
were fighting to force that 
withdrawal and advising 
PDPA supporters and work- 
ers to join in that fight, could 
only open the way for a victory 
for reaction. It could only 


anit aS 





weaken the chances of organ- 
izing the progressive forces to 
challenge both Stalinism and 
Islamicreaction, since it would 
pave the way for the physical 
destruction of those forces. 


As long as the Soviet army 
afforded the progressive forces 
in the Afghan civil war a de- 
gree of immediate physical 
defence from the barbaric 
justice’ intended for them by 
reaction it would be suicidal 
toturn one’s gunson the Soviet 
troops. 


This suicidal road is pre- 
cisely what the SWP/SWM 
advocate for Afghan workers 
and peasants. But then again 
the SWP/SWM, content with 
making abstract propaganda, 
do not have to pay the price for 
such a policy. Their self- 
satisfied disregard for the 
concrete problems posed be- 
fore the progressive forces in 
Afghanistan is a clear indica- 
tion that this sect has no need 





for real proletarian interna- 
tionalism. 


We suspended the call for 


the withdrawal of Soviet 
troops until that moment 
when the Afghan workers and 
peasants could both effect that 
withdrawal and defend them- 
selves against reaction. We 
warned of Soviet plans tocarry 
out precisely the kind of 
treacherous withdrawal that 
has left the PDPA’s militias 
surrounded and beleaguered. 
The SWP/SWM have been 
resigned to a right wing fun- 
damentalist regime from day 
one. 


Blinded 


The SWP/SWM is blinded 
by the fact that it sees the 
USSR as an equal and identi- 
cal imperialist power to the 
USA. As a result it doesn’t 
care whether Afghanistan 
becomes what it expects it to 
become, an American client. 
Afghanistan asa US and, more 
importantly, Saudi client can 
be used as a base for an Is- 
lamic crusade against Soviet 
Central Asia. Itcan be usedas 
a means of destabilizing Iran. 
But the Russian withdrawal 
is somehow “a welcome blow 
against imperialism”. It is a 
funny blow that will lead to 
the strengthening of imperi- 
alist influence in the whole 
region if the Mujahedin come 
to power. 


The SWP/SWM are further 
blinded by the fact that it 
doesn’t really think anything 
progressive, or anyone pro- 
gressive, can exist in as back- 
ward a country as Afghani- 
stan. All socialists should 
welcome the withdrawal they 
say. And what will come after 


it? A“cycle of misery’ can only | 


continue we are told: 


“It won’t be broken until 
genuine socialist revolutions 
in more advanced countries 
provide the resources to over- 
come its economic backward- 
ness.” (Socialist Worker 4 
February 1989). 


The SWP/SWM urge us to 
celebrate the prospect that: 


“The different ethnic groups 
will fight each other. The 
fundamentalists will fight the 
warlords and the warlords will 
fight each other.” (Socialist 


Worker Review February 
1989) 


And the PDPA regime 
comes toppling down into the 
generalized misery and bar- 
barism that the SWP/SWM 
have noalternative to. Whata 
callous disregard for the fate 
of millionsin Afghanistan and 
other backward countries. 


Bankrupt 


The message of this for any 
Afghan revolutionary is in- 
deed a bankrupt one. It is to 
give up or get yourself slaugh- 
tered, It is a reactionary one 
that offers no means what- 
ever of stemming the tide of 
reaction and fundamentalism 
in Afghanistan. 


As true metropolitan chau- 
vinists, blinded by their anti- 
Sovietism, the SWP/SWM 


condemn the defenders of | 


Kabul, the PDPA militias, to 
death and destruction until 
the day the western workers 
take power and come to their 
rescue. This, as Lenin pointed 
out a long time ago in relation 
to backward Russia, is Men- 
shevism. 
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Proscriptions! 


DICKSPRING’S attempt to 
expel Militant from the Labour 
Party is not because they have 
beeninany way hostileor 
damaging tothe Party. Itis 
because they area convenient 
whipping dog on the left, 
victims ofalong smear cam- 
paign originating in the capital- 
ist mediain Britain, and assuch 
they are aneasy first target for 


his drive to silence all opposi- 
tion from the left ofthe Party. 


This smear campaign first came 
to prominence in the London Times 
9 years ago. In Britain, too, it served 
its purpose in the steady right-ward 
movement of the Labour leaders 
during which we saw the defeat of 
the Miners, the destruction of the 
GLC, the re-election of Thatcher for 
the third time and now Labour’s 
passive response to the Poll Tax. 

Dick Spring may pretend tobe 
against Coalition for the time being, 
butanew Coalition is precisely 
what he hasin viewafew years 
down the road. And his new eco- 
nomic policies are precisely the kind 
of move tothe right which he 
believes will help him cultivate 
electoral support from the higher- 
paid sections, the academics and 


FWUI 


coalition possible. 


motion was carried 






































allmotionswhichseek andfortheir annual 



































to discipline or expel conference delegates. 
members forsupport- Themotionwasone 
ing the Militant Ten- of several fought for 
dency tin the Party” by IWG members in 
the trade union 
After a debatein movement to defend 
whicha Labour workers’ democracy 
speaker called Mili- against attacks from 
tantaparasiteonthe _ the likesofSpring, 
Garry & Co. 


Labour Party, the 





the media to help make that 


He is determined to make sure, 
therefore, that there will be no seed- 
bed of organized opposition to 
Coalition within the party as there 
was from 1983-85. In that period he 
made his first scurrilous attacks on 
Militantin an attempt to divert the 
mass anger that was building up 
against his and Barry Desmond’s 
involvementin starting the cuts. 
Even the two-faced Trade Union 
bosses Carroll and Attley at that 
time threatened to disaffiliate and 
Spring had to defer the witch-hunt. 


But nowit’s on theagenda 
again, and this time thanks to 
Emmet Stagg & Co. whoincited the 
“inquiry” inte the Dublin West 
Branch and the anti-democratic 
standing down of Joe Higgins as 
election candidate. Twelve years 
agoa similar action led Noel 
Browne to abandon the Party. Joe 
Higgins has stayed to defend 
democratic principles in the Party. 

Increasingly Staggisrealizing 
the suicidal nature of his action 
from the point of view of the whole 
“left” in the Party. Butrather than 
openly defend Militantin an honest 
and principled way his faction, 





overwhelmingly bya 
| | ratio of 10 tol. The 
al 4 A Ni & 4 attendance was 
| about 60 ofthe most 
D oa e r. N [-) gS active representa- 
: _ tives of the 2,200 
MILITANT ™” 
The FWUI president 
The AGM of No.15 Tom Garry, however, 
Branch ofthe FWUL intervened totry to 
which represents rule that this motion 
workers inthe IDA, could only have any 
RTE,TCD,NIHE,the relevanceafterthe 
employees of ICTU annual conference of 
and the political the union in May. The | 
parties etc.,calledon membersangrilytold 
the union Executive him, however, that it 
on March Ist was their meeting 
“to mandate its dele- and that they decided | 
gatestoLabourParty policyhere forthe 
Conferencestooppose branchbothfornow 








The Militant tendency 
was initiated in Ireland 
by three members ofthe 
Irish Labour Party and 
the Northern Ireland 
Labour Party in 1972— 
John Throne, Finn 
Geaney and Peter Had- 
den. With the aid of 
Militant in Britain two 
“Irish Editions” ofthe 
paper Militant appeared 
before June 1972 when 
the first edition of Mili- 
tant Irish Monthly ap- 
peared, pledged to“cover 
every aspect of the 
struggle of the Labour 
movement against British 
Imperialism and their 
cohorts North and South 
ofthe Border” and specifi- 
cally to fight the turn 
back to Coalition by the 
Labour Party. 


Militant grew atits peak to 


just under 200 membersand 
maintained its regular 


monthly paper for the past 16 


years. With the discrediting 
and disappearance of the 


along with the practised cynics from: 
the trade union bureaucracy,are 
backing the alternative motion fora 
witch-hunt “inquiry” into Militant. 

Comrades! Aninquiry was held | 
by the Partyinto Militantin Dublin : 
West. They were found guilty of 
nothing. Yet the branches which 
defendedthem were sacked and the 
candidate was not re-instated. That 
is the kindofinquiry which Spring 
& Co willagain pack with their 
lackeysifthis motion iscarried. No 
honest democratic inquiry is 
possibleunder the rule of these 
people inthe party! They have 
already »roven it. 

There's only one course of 
action foranyone with the slightest 
shred of socialist principle. Defend 
Militant.Defend elementary 
democraticrights ofall currents of 
socialist.ideas :o be openly argued 
and publishedin the labour and 
Trade Union movement. 


Fight all bans and proscription 
in the working class movement! Le 
the willingness to struggle for the 
needs of the working class be the 
only testofloyalty. Bythat testitis 
Spring, Desmond, Kavanagh and 
their fellow witch-hunters who 
should be expelled. 


ilitant’s History 


NILPit organizedthe 
Labour and Trade Union 
Group inthe North, to 
campaign there for anew 
trade-union Labour party. It 
won nominal support (but no 
more) in the Irish Labour 
Party for this project. It 
fought for andinitiated the 
building ofthe Labour Youth 
organization. Thisit domi- 
nated almost totally until the 
Party leadership and the 
self-styled “Labour Left” 
around deputy Emmet Stagg 
combined to dislodge Mili- 
tant, destroying most ofthe 
activist spirit of Labour 
Youthin the process. 


In all of 16 years the 
founders and builders of 
Militantin the Irish Labour 
Party stubbornly and loyally 
clung to Labour despite the 
repeated attacks on theother 
anti-Coalition left groupings 


in the party which resultedin 


two major splits from 
Labour, in 1970 and againin 
1977. While disciplinary 
action, suspensions and de- 


i‘ The Witch-hunters General. 





selection of their election 
candidates were repeatedly 
used against the Left Liaison 
groupingin the seventies 
(Boucher, Merrigan, Noel 
Browne etc.), Militant never 
came intosuch open conflict 
with the party machine... 
until the present witch-hunt. 


This utterly reactionary 
offensive against Militant 
basesitselfupon the claim 
that they are an ‘alien 
organisation’ taking their 
‘orders from ‘outside’, that 
they are a “Trotskyist 
entryist conspiracy . Nothing 
in their behaviour or utter- 
ances over the past 16 years, 
however, could sustain such 
a charge for amoment. As the 
[WG has pointed out time 
and again in polemics 
against Militant’s positions 
throughout our existence, 
they have always put loyalty 
to the Irish Labour Party 
before any consideration of 
the independent fighting 
needs of the working class in 
the struggle for socialist 
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revolutionin Ireland, a 
strugglein which we must 
build arevolutionary alter- 
native which will end work- 
ers’ illusionsin Labour 
reformism. 


The tragic paradox for 
Militantis that they do 
claim tobe Trotskyist, tobe 
Leninist, tobe Marxist. Itis 
precisely these claims, and 
Militant’s links with similar 
tendencies abroad, that the 
Labour machine is deter- 
mined to use to whip upa 
lynch mob that will ulti- 
mately help clear the road 
for areturn tomore coalition 
with the capitalist parties. 
Thisissue of Class Struggle 
examines the origins of these 
claims of Militant’s, andtest 
them against their utter- 
ances and their record. 


Continuedina special 
feature inside this issue: 


The Politics of Militant, 
Labour Reformism 


Dressed up as Marxism. 





